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THE  BAPTIST  STATE  PAPER  OF  VIRGINIA,  THE  RELIGIOUS 
HERALD,  recently  offered  some  good,  solid  comments  on  the  way  in  which 
so  many  of  the  denominationally-controlled  papers  have  handled  the  1956 
Southern  Baptist  Convention.  In  an  editorial,  the  Virginia  paper  states : 

''Generally  speaking  comments  in  the  denominational  press  have  reflect- 
ed a  defensive  attitude  since  the  meeting  of  the  Southern  Baptist  Conven- 
tion at  Kansas  City.  This  is  unfortunate.  Instead  of  facing  facts  and  encour- 
aging corrective  measures  most  writers  seem  quite  willing  to  give  uncriti- 
cal support  to  present  procedures  simply  because  they  are  successful  by 
prevailing  standards.  Success  under  the  program  seems  to  overshadow 
other  considerations  and  to  serve  as  the 
sufficient  justification  for  failures  to  exer- 
cise discrimination.  If  this  be  true,  it  indi- 
cates that  both  the  Convention  and  the 
churches  are  using  a  standard  that  may 
prove  detrimental  for  the  maintenance  of 
healthful  democracy.  Constructive  criticism 
and  intelligent  controversy  are  as  necessary 
to  democratic  government  as  exercise  is  to 
normal  growth  in  living  organisms  .  .  .  Chris- 
tian bodies  have  never  been  free  from  the  in- 
clination towards  debilitating  conformity 
within  organizations.  The  spirit  of  man  is 
continually  challenged  by  a  choice  between 
transformation  within  his  mind  as  a  regen- 
erative organism  and  conformation  of  his 
mind  to  an  external  mechanical  organization. 

''In  a  democratic  assembly  like  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention  members  are  of  equal  rank  and  entitled  to 
equal  privileges.  An  unidentified  but  accredited  messenger  who  addresses 
the  chair  should  receive  a  hearing  without  prejudice.  Unfair  treatment  ac- 
corded a  messenger  cannot  be  justified  ....  And  it  would  be  well  to  re- 
member that  it  is  no  great  feat  for  a  Convention  of  15,000  persons  to  over- 
power one  man.  Disparaging  remarks  about  persons  who  try  without  suc- 
cess to  gain  a  hearing  by  the  Convention  are  harmful.  And  it  is  bad  to 
leave  the  impression  that  Southern  Baptists  are  afraid  to  hear  a  messenger 
on  any  subject.  ... 

''Concerning  Lewis  G.  Prince  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  and  his  failure  to  re- 
ceive recognition  during  the  meeting  at  Kansas  City,  it  can  be  said  that  the 
point  of  personal  privilege  which  he  attempted  to  make  would  probably 
have  interested  most  of  the  messengers  from  Virginia  [and  no  doubt  from 
some  other  states  as  well] .  After  being  denied  fellowship  in  the  Oklahoma 
Convention  because  University  Church,  of  which  he  is  pastor,  practices 
'alien'  immersion  and  open  communion,  Mr.  Prince  and  the  church  made 
attempts  to  retain  fellowship  with  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention.  This 
proved  to  be  difficult  because  of  the  close  tie  between  the  state  organization 
and  the  Southern  Convention.    Though  the  church  sent  messengers  who 
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were  accredited  by  the  Southern  Convention  in  1955,  the  name  of  the  pas- 
tor failed  to  appear  in  the  list  of  Southern  Baptist  ministers  as  printed  in 
the  Annual  for  that  year.  The  question  is  important  because  it  has  to  do 
with  the  relation  of  a  local  church  to  the  Convention  and  the  relation  be- 
tween the  state  organization  and  the  Convention.  Thus  it  bears  upon  the 
subject  presented  to  the  Convention  by  James  M.  Bulman  of  North  Caro- 
lina. Instead  of  exulting  over  the  suppression  of  messengers  who  attempt 
to  bring  these  important  issues  to  the  attention  of  Southern  Baptists,  it 
would  be  better  to  search  for  assuring  answers.  We  have  reached  a  time 
when  the  autonomy  of  the  local  church  and  its  relation  to  the  Convention 
deserve  serious  study. 

''Though  admitting  with  apparent  reluctance  that  the  Southern  Con- 
vention is  now  too  large  for  deliberation,  some  ivriters  make  a  defense  by 
contending  that  committees  and  hoards  are  safeguards  to  democracy  within 
the  Convention.  This  strange  doctrine  would  say  that  acquiescence  on 
the  part  of  the  multitudes  satifies  the  conditions  for  democratic  govern- 
ment. Under  the  present  system  ...  of  organization,  the  boards,  commis- 
sions, and  standing  committees  of  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention  have  a 
large  measure  of  independence  and  authority  in  their  spheres  of  action,  pos- 
sibly to  a  degree  beyond  that  of  sim.ilar  agencies  serving  any  other  denomi- 
nation in  the  United  States.  .  .  .  Under  these  circumstances  democracy  is 
poorly  served  by  acquiescence. 

"Equally  interesting  is  the  proposition  that  information  about  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention  and  its  agencies  is  a  proper  substitute  for 
deliberation  and  discussion.  By  this  argument  the  large  increase  in  circu- 
lation by  Southern  Baptist  publications  has  eliminated  the  need  for  debate 
and  an  exchange  of  ideas  within  the  Convention.  Tell  the  people  what  the 
denominational  agencies  have  prepared  for  them,  and  that  is  enough.  The 
sense  of  individual  obligation  as  the  corollary  to  soul  competence  fades 
into  a  willing  acceptance  of  policies  and  programs.  And  that  seems  a  far 
cry  from  the  traditional  concept  that  in  a  democracy  sovereignty  rests 
with  the  people.   (August  9,  emphasis  supplied) 
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A  "Stacked"  Slate 
of  Trustees? 

The  controversy  over  the  administra- 
tion of  Wake  Forest  College  should  cause 
the  usually  dull  routine  of  electing  trus- 
tees at  the  annual  session  of  the  North 
Carolina  Baptist  State  Convention  to  be 
a  matter  of  lively  interest  this  year. 
When  the  names  of  nine  persons  are 
presented  this  year  for  replacement  of 
the  nine  retiring  members  of  the  Board 
of  Trustees  of  Wake  Forest,  all  who  are 
interested  in  that  College  and  in  the 
Baptist  work  in  North  Carolina  will  nat- 
urally be  quite  concerned  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  incoming  trustees  regarding 
the  presidency  of  Dr.  Harold  W.  Tribble. 

Of  the  nine  retiring  trustees,  three 
have  voted  to  "discharge"  Dr.  Tribble  as 
president.  This  leaves  ten  persons  on  the 
board  who  have  gone  on  record  against 
retaining  the  president.  If  the  nine  in- 
coming trustees  should  all  take  the  posi- 
tion of  these  ten,  then  there  would  be 
a  number  large  enough  to  control  the  sit- 
uation; for,  as  against  nineteen  opposed 
to  retaining  Dr.  Tribble,  there  could  not 
be  more  than  seventeen  in  favour  of 
him  —  even  if  the  two  members  who 
remain  on  the  board  who  did  not  vote  in 
the  June  29th  meeting  should  support 
the  president.  And,  in  view  of  the  un- 
certainty regarding  the  position  of  these 
two  members  of  the  board,  should  as 
many  as  seven  of  the  nine  incoming  trus- 
tees favour  the  president's  ouster,  this 
might  prove  to  be  enough  to  swing  the 
balance  of  power  against  the  president. 
Thus  —  assuming  that  there  will  be 
no  shifting  of  sides  on  the  part  of  those 
who  have  already  positionized  themselves 
—  it  is  obvious  that  if  as  many  as  three 
of  the  incoming  nine  trustees  will  stand 
with  the  president,  then  he  cannot  be 
dislodged;  for  even  if  two  trustees  whose 
position  is  uncertain  should  stand 
against  the  president,  the  score  would  be 
tied  —  18  to  18. 


The  question  of  how  the  new  trustees 
will  stand,  therefore,  becomes  one  of  tre- 
mendous significance. 

From  sources  which  this  paper  consid- 
ers reliable,  we  are  informed  that  the 
effort  is  being  made  to  have  only  strong 
"pro-Tribble"  nominees  presented  before 
the  State  Convention  in  Winston-Salem 
this  fall.  We  are  informed  that  one  of 
the  most  influential  ministers  in  this 
state  has  boasted  that  he  would  ''see  to 
it"  that  only  the  names  of  those  certain 
to  favour  Dr.  Tribble  would  be  presented 
in  the  official  nomination. 

In  view  of  the  hotly-contested  nature 
of  the  Wake  Forest  controversy,  it  would 
hardly  seem  likely  that  the  "pro-Tribble" 
forces  would  be  pleased  to  find  the  in- 
coming trustees  siding  against  them! 
Nor  that  the  "anti-Tribble"  forces  would 
be  happy  to  have  the  incoming  trustees 
added  to  the  number  of  "pro-Tribble" 
forces!  Can  we  be  so  naive  as  to  believe 
that  no  effort  will  be  made  to  have  per- 
sons of  a  certain  disposition  as  the  new 
trustees?  And,  since  the  preponderance 
of  the  State  Convention  leadership  is  ap- 
parently quite  "pro-Tribble,"  is  it  at  all 
unhkely  to  expect  that  the  Convention 
will  be  asked  to  appoint  nine  persons  who 
will  turn  out  to  be  in  favour  of  retaining 
Dr.  Tribble? 

What  we  have  said  is  in  nowise  intend- 
ed to  be  a  reflection  on  the  sincerity  of 
any  of  the  persons  on  the  "Committee  to 
Nominate  Members  of  the  General  Board, 
Trustees,  and  Directors  of  Institutions 
and  Agencies  of  the  Convention."  But  if 
the  committeemen  have  definite  feelings 
about  the  current  Wake  Forest  contro- 
versy (and,  since  these  comitteemen  are 
certainly  active  and  well-informed  Bap- 
tists, would  it  be  claimed  that  they  do 
not  have  any  definite  feelings  regarding 
this  ? ) ,  it  is  only  to  be  expected  that  their 
choice  of  trustees  would  be  influenced  by 
their  attitude  toward  the  present  admin- 
istration of  Wake  Forest. 

(For  another  article  on  the  Wake  For- 
est situation,  see  page  6.) 
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WHAT  READERS  ARE  SAYING .  . 


Some  months  ago,  one  of  the  highest  es- 
teemed men  in  the  Southern  Baptist  Con- 
vention was  asked  about  the  issue  of 
local  church  autonomy.  In  expressing 
strong  agreement  with  those  whose  posi- 
tion is  now  represented  by  our  commit- 
tee, he  uttered  a  word  of  warning  as  to 
what  might  well  be  expected  in  due  time. 
He  said:  "Remember,  when  they  can't  an- 
swer your  arguments,  they  will  attack 
your  character."  It  is  our  claim  that  our 
arguments  have  not  been  answered  — -  in- 
deed, that  there  has  not  even  boon  any 
attempt  to  answer,  publicly,  our  charges 
concerning  the  testimony  given  by  prom- 
inent Baptist  leaders  in  the  trial  of  the 
North  Rocky  Mount  Church  case.  And 
the  prediction  that  was  made  months  ago 
is  beginning  to  prove  true.  Among  the  un- 
favorable letters  which  we  have  received 
concerning  our  paper,  one  from  a  min- 
ister has  thus  sought  to  impugn  our  mo- 
tives and  question  our  honesty: 

"It  makes  me  sick  on  my  stomach  to  see 
the  kind  of  stuff  you  are  putting  out 
just  to  get  your  name  before  the  pub- 
lic. You  act  as  if  you  are  the  only  per- 
son on  God's  green  earth  that  knows 
anything  and  is  standing  for  what  is 
right.  I  do  not  agree  with  everything 
that  our  Baptist  State  Convention  does 
but  I  am  seeking  to  promote  the  pro- 
gram of  Jesus  in  place  of  trying  to 
promote  myself  as  you  .  .  .  are  doing. 

...  I  am  not  interested  in  any  more  of 
your  papers  and  I  for  one  shall  work 
harder  for  the  cause  of  Christ  because 
of  such  Pharisaical  agitators  as  your 

group.  You  have  not  been  fair  enough 

to  print  anything  about  this  double- 
tongued  group  that  goes  into  churches 
professing  one  thing  and  just  as  soon 
as  they  get  in  start  trying  to  destroy 
the  church  by  getting  members  to  fol- 
low them  into  a  splinter  movement.  No, 
you  will  not  be  honest  and  fair  about 

it,  if  you  did  all  of  your  loud  squaking 
would  lose  some  of  its  noise"  (empha- 
sis supplied). 


We  would  like  to  point  out  that,  as  stat- 
ed in  our  July  issue,  it  is  the  aim  of  this 
paper  to  be  "free,"  which  was  defined 
to  mean,  "such  as  will  afford  opportunity 
for  the  expression  of  different  view- 
points." If  one  cares  to  submit  an  article 
on  the  effort  of  those  who  are  "trying  to 
destroy"  the  churches,  such  an  article 
will  be  welcomed. 


We  have  received  letters  from  Rhode 
Island  to  California,  from  Washington  to 
Florida.  Of  the  many  favourable  com- 
ments, the  following  are  typical: 

"I  predict  for  this  paper  a  wide  cir- 
culation in  the  immediate  future.  Sure- 
ly its  coming  is  timely" — from  a  min- 
ister. 

"It  is  so  encouraging  to  know  we  still 
have  some  in  the  Convention  that  stand 
for  the  right  regardless  of  the  opposi- 
tion"— from  a  layman. 

"Our  church  voted  unanimously  to  put 
your  paper  in  our  church  budget.  We 
had  previously  dropped  the  .  .  .  [name 
of  their  state  paper]  from  our  budget 
because  it  amounted  to  little  more  than 
a  statistical  sheet  and  a  convention 
propaganda  tool"  —  from  one  who 
holds  the  highest  degree  offered  by 
Southern  Seminary. 

"I  am  so  grateful  to  know  that  we 
have  men  who  are  faithful  to  the  orig- 
inal fundamentals  of  the  Bible  and  also 
our  Baptist  denomination.  Since  the 
Rocky  Mount  case,  thinking  Baptists 
are  alarmed  at  the  attitude  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  regard  to  this  particu- 
lar case.  Needless  to  say,  it  ties  in 
with  the  recent  ruling  of  the  U.  S.  Su- 
preme Court  in  regard  to  separate 
schools.  It  seems  that  the  court,  as 
some  one  has  said,  is  not  interpreting 
the  constitution  but  it  has  taken  it 
upon  itself  to  amend  the  constitution. 
...  The  SOUTHERN  BAPTIST  FREE 
PRESS  is  a  most  important  publica- 
tion. We  have  needed  this  service  for  a 
number  of  years" — from  a  layman. 
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One  minister,  upon  stating  that  he  had 
sei'\'ed  for  a  large  number  of  years  in 
the  pastorate  and  that  he  had  been  hon- 
ored with  positions  of  denominational 
distinction,  said:  "I  am  simply  telling 
you  these  facts  to  let  you  know  that  I 
am  a  cooperating  Baptist  but  still  be- 
lieve there  is  a  need  for  such  a  publica- 
tion as  yours  and  want  to  subscribe  to 
it." 

This  same  minister  also  %\Tote:  "I  am 
for  your  proposed  constitutional  amend- 
ment which  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
1957  Southern  Baptist  Convention  one 
hundred  per  cent."  This  amendment  — 
which  we  imite  comment  upon,  whether 
pro  or  con  —  would  add  the  following  to 
Article  FV,  the  section  on  "Authority"  in 
the  constitution: 

"This  convention  does  not  claim  that 
affiliation  with  this  convention  is  in 
any  way  necessary  for  a  church  to  be 
a  Missionaiw  Baptist  Church;  nor  does 
this  convention  claim  that  affiliation 
with  any  other  Baptist  body,  whether 
district  association  or  state  conven- 
tion, is  in  any  way  necessarj'  for  a 
church  to  be  affiliated  with  this  con- 
vention; nor  does  this  convention  claim 
that  a  church's  affiliation  with  this 
convention,  as  conceived  by  this  con- 
vention, is  in  any  degree  of  such  a 
nature  as  would  prevent  a  church  that 
once  has  entered  into  affiliation  with 
this  convention  from  discontinuing  that 
affiliation  should  that  church  for  any 
reason  decide  to  discontinue  that  affil- 
iation." 


A  former  chaplain  writes;  "I  disagree 
almost  violently  with  the  article  about 
the  chaplaincy.  While  ordination  is  a 
church  function,  it  has  implications  and 
responsibilities  for  other  bodies.  (Aren't 
you  concerned  about  Baptist  beliefs  of 
Baptists?)  If  you're  not  careful  you'll  let 
the  Armed  Services  give  the  religious 
tests.  .  .  .  Our  own  Chaplains'  Commis- 
sion may  have  its  faults,  and  the  three 
Chaplains'  Corps  do  face  problems.  Al- 
though I  see  many  problems,  I'd  rather 
that  we  maintain  our  Commission  and 
our  Chaplains'  Corps.  I'm  responsible  to 
my  church,  but  I  also  have  a  moral  ob- 
ligation to  my  fellow  Southern  Baptists." 

A  layman  writes;  "I  have  read  with  in- 


terest the  first  edition  of  the  Southern 
Baptist  Free  Press.  I  attended  the  Con- 
vention in  Kansas  City.  ...  I  was  some- 
what familiar  with  the  Rocky  Mount  case 
and  therefore  appreciated  the  embarrass- 
ment which  Dr.  Warren  found  in  recon- 
ciling the  Baptist  principle  of  local  au- 
tonomy with  the  support  which  the  Con- 
vention gave  the  Rocky  Mount  minority 
[in  the  trial  of  that  case].  I  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  independent  spirit  pre- 
vailed at  the  Convention,  and  under  Dr. 
Newton's  motion,  re-affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple of  autonomy,  even  if  they  have  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple. ...  I  have  no  desire  to  take  the 
role  of  troublemaker  at  the  Southern 
Baptist  Convention,  but  am  seriously 
concerned  that  the  whole  Baptist  move- 
ment will  fall  down  and  become  less  vir- 
ile if  there  is  not  a  return  to  fundamen- 
tal principles  of  democracy  at  the  Conven- 
tion. ...  A  person  who  will  stick  to  a 
principle  when  it  hurts  himself  is  very 
rare  indeed  in  this  period  of  easy  virtue, 
loose  convictions  and  moral  compromise." 


WHO  PAID  THE  BILL? 

It  has  often  been  said — in  attempt- 
ed defence  of  the  prominent  X,  C. 
State  and  Southern  Baptist  leaders 
who  testified  in  the  North  Rocky 
]\Iount  Church  case  —  that  these  lead- 
ers had  to  testify,  since  they  were 
subpoenaed  to  appear  as  \\'itnesses.  Of 
course,  even  had  they  been  subpoe- 
naed, this  would  have  provided  no  jus- 
tification for  the  fact  that  they  gave 
such  startling,  un-Baptistic  testimony. 
Furthermore,  this  attempted  defence 
is  unable  to  explain  how  the  noted  his- 
torian, Dr.  W.  W.  Barnes,  a  resident 
of  Texas,  could  have  been  subpoenaed 
to  appear  in  a  civil  case  in  North 
Carolina. 

Three  members  of  our  committee 
recently  made  a  careful  investigation 
of  the  records  of  this  case  in  the  of- 
fice of  the  Superior  Court  of  Nash 
County,  Nash\ille,  N.  C.  It  was  found 
that  17  persons  were  subpoenaed  for 
the  trial,  and  the  list  did  not  include 
the  names  of  Dr.  M.  A.  Huggins,  Dr. 
Harold  Tribble,  Dr.  E.  A.  McDowell, 
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Dr.  Douglas  Branch,  and  —  as  could 
have  been  determined  beforehand  — 
Dr.  W.  W.  Barnes. 

Nor  did  the  records  show  that  the 
expenses  of  these  men  were  included 
in  the  cost  of  the  court. 

One  very  important  question  which 
this  raises  is,  Who  paid  the  expenses 
incurred  by  these  men  in  going  to  and 
from  Nashville?  In  particular,  Who 
paid  the  expenses  of  Dr.  W.  W. 
Barnes  to  come  all  the  way  from  Tex- 
as to  tell  a  N.  C.  Court  that  a  Bap- 
tist church  actually  does  "surrender" 


some  of  its  autonomy  when  it  begins 
cooperating  with  a  convention? 

In  view  of  this,  the  questio'i  of 
OPENING  THE  BOOKS  OF  THE  N. 
C.  STATE  CONVENTION  becomes  all 
the  more  significant.  Since  the  Gen- 
eral Board  of  the  N.  C.  Baptist  State 
Convention  has  refused  to  secure  from 
the  C.  P.  A.  who  audits  the  Conven- 
tion's books  a  report  as  to  whether 
any  Convention  funds  were  used  in  the 
North  Rocky  Mount  Church  case,  the 
effort  will  be  made  to  get  the  State 
Convention  itself  to  act  on  this  matter 
at  its  annual  meeting  this  November. 


ABOUT  THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF  WAKE  FOREST  COLLEGE 


As  was  announced  in  last  month's  is- 
sue, it  is  our  purpose  to  give  extended 
consideration  to  the  question  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  Wake  Forest  . 

Last  December,  a  nine-member  investi- 
gation comittee  began  delving  into  this 
question.  It  has  not  been  made  known 
publicly  as  to  tvhat  this  committee  found. 
The  committee's  report  was  put  under 
lock  and  key  in  February,  and  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Basil  Watkins,  former 
chairman  of  the  board  of  trustees,  even 
some  of  the  trustees  themselves  have 
not  been  permitted  to  see  the  report  (cf. 


m  BAPTIST 


"No  need  for  concern  about  the  report  of  the  investigation. 

under  lock  and  key." 

[Incidentally,  this  is  not  the  only  case  of  "Closed  Records"  within  the  N. 


We're  kee-ping  it  all  safe 

C.  Baptist  State  Convention.] 
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Winston-Salem  Journal,  Winston-Salem, 
N.  C,  June  30). 

But  it  would  seem  that  the  committee 
must  have  come  across  what  was  regard- 
ed as  strong  evidence;  for,  when  the 
trustees  voted  on  June  29  on  whether  or 
not  to  "discharge"  Dr.  Harold  Tribble  as 
president,  all  of  the  trustees  who  had 
been  members  of  that  investigating  com- 
mittee voted  for  the  president's  removal. 
And  we  understand  that  some  of  the 
members  of  the  investigating  committee 
actually  began  their  investigation  defi- 
nitely in  favour  of  Dr.  Tribble. 

The  vote  in  the  June  29th  meeting  was 
20-13  against  firing  the  president.  We  un- 
derstand that  at  least  one  person  stated 
at  the  meeting  that  he  could  not  vote 
to  discharge  the  president,  simply  be- 
cause he  had  not  been  allowed  to  see  the 
committee's  report  and  thus  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  detailed  information 
that  would  substantiate  the  charges  that 
had  been  heard  against  Dr.  Tribble.  Al- 
though it  is  our  understanding  that  part 
of  the  report  is  composed  of  highly  con- 
fidential material,  whose  public  disclo- 
sure could  possibly  jeapordize  the  position 
of  those  who  gave  this  information  — 
certainly  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
making  this  material  available  to  all  the 
trustees.  And  if  the  executive  committee 
is  going  to  keep  the  trustees  as  a  whole 
from  having  access  to  this  information, 
then  the  question  arises  as  to  tvh''th"r 
the  State  Convention  itself  ought  not  to 
take  a  hand  and  instruct  the  executive 
committee  to  make  this  information 
available  to  the  whole  hoard  of  trwdees. 

But  regardless  as  to  the  investigation 
comittee's  report  —  which  we  plan  to  say 
more  about  in  a  future  issue  —  it  would 
seem  that  there  is  available  clear  and  ir- 
refutable evidence  (wh'.ch  is  generally  fa- 
miliar to  many  persons  and  which  we 
would  think  should  be  familiar  to  almost 
all  the  trustees)  which  should  give  the 
trustees  sufficient  evidence  as  to  what  to 
do  in  regard  to  Dr.  Tribble. 

The  constitution  of  the  North  Carolina 
State  Convention  specifies:  "The  trus- 
tees shall  be  responsible  to  the  Conven- 
tion for  the  operation  of  its  institutions 
in  accordance  with  Baptist  principle'^ 
(Article  IX,  Section  A,  Subsection  2,  em- 
phasis supplied).  Could  it  possibly  be 
maintained  that  the  administration  of  a 


college  is  "in  accordance  with  Baptist 
principle"  when  its  president  has  public- 
ly taken  a  position  so  contrary  to  the 
Baptist  principle  of  the  autonomy  of  the 
local  church  as  has  Dr.  Tribble? 

If  we  are  half-way  serious  about  pre- 
serving the  distinctive  Baptist  witness, 
what  is  the  purpose  in  having  as  head 
of  the  leading  Baptist  college  in  North 
Carolina  one  who  has  gone  on  record  as 
repudiating  the  essence  of  the  character- 
istic Baptist  principle  of  the  local 
church?  Would  we  want  to  make  Wake 
Forest  into  an  institution  whose  policy 
would  encourage  the  transformation  of 
our  historic  Baptist  system  of  congrega- 
tional autonomy  into  a  system  not  essen- 
tially different  from  that  of  Presbyte- 
rianism? 

And  let  no  one  suppose  that  this  is  a 
mere  matter  of  abstract  doctrine.  It  is 
something  that  deals  with  the  very  prac- 
tical question  of  the  ownership  of  church 
property.  The  effect  of  the  testimony 
given  by  Dr.  Tribble  in  the  North  Rocky 
Mount  Church  case  would  be  to  take 
from  the  majority  of  the  members  of  a 
local  congregation  their  right  to  control 
their  own  church  property. 

The  real  question  at  issue  in  the  North 
Rocky  Mount  Church  case  was,  What  is 
a  Missionary  Baptist  Church?  The  sole 
condition  on  which  the  property  had  been 
given  to  that  congregation  was  that  the 
property  be  for  the  use  "of  the  Mission- 
ary Baptist  Church  (white)  of  Rocky 
Mount  in  said  state  and  none  other"  (Su- 
preme Court  of  North  Carolina,  No.  95, 
Second  District,  Fall  Term,  1954,  p.  19). 
Since  it  has  unquestionably  been  Mission- 
ary Baptist  doctrine  that  a  local  Mission- 
ary Baptist  Church  is  completely  auton- 
omous, and  is  completely  free  either  to 
cooperate  or  not  to  cooperate  with  a 
convention,  then  the  North  Reeky 
Mount  Missionary  Baptist  Church  — 
which  was  legally  recognized  as 
being  a  Missionary  Baptist  Church 
before  its  cooperation  with  the  Southern 
Baptist  Convention  —  could  not  lose  its 
status  as  a  Missionary  Baptist  Church 
because  of  its  decision  to  withdraw  co- 
operation from  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention.  But  Dr.  Tribble,  at  several 
places  in  his  testimony  given  in  the  trial 
of  the  case,  declared  in  effect  that  a 
church  is  not  really  a  Missionary  Baptist 
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Church  unless  it  is  in  cooperation  with 
the  Southern  Baptist  Convention.  Thus 
he  testified : 

"When  a  church  withdraws  from  the 
Baptist  Convention,  it  indicates  that  it 
is  no  longer  in  harmony  with  the  evan- 
gelistic and  missionary  program  of  the 
Convention,  and,  therefore,  is  not  any 
longer  a  Missionary  Baptist  Church  in 
the  context  in  which  it  was  conceived" 
(Court  Record,  as  cited,  p.  406). 
The  significance  of  this  testimony  has 
been  summarized  as  follows  by  Mr.  W.  C. 
Lassiter,  attorney  of  Raleigh,  N.  C, 
"It  seems,  now,  from  the  testimony  of 
Dr.  Tribble,  that  if  a  local  Missionary 
Baptist  Church  (always  hitherto  con- 
sidered and  asserted  by  Baptists  to 
have  been  an  independent,  democratic, 
autonomous  organization,  with  the 
right  and  power  to  cooperate  with  oth- 
er churches  on  a  purely  voluntary  ba- 
sis) determines  by  majority  vote  of 
its  members  to  withdraw  its  coopera- 
tion from  the  Southern  Baptist  Con- 
vention or  the  Baptist  State  Conven- 
tion of  N.  C,  then  that  local  Baptist 
Church  cannot  do  so  without  losing  its 
standing  as  a  Missionary  Baptist 
Church  .  .  . 

"I  seriously  question  the  views  stat- 
ed by  Dr.  Tribble  as  real  Baptist  doc- 
trine, customs,  practices  and  usages. 
/  know  of  no  published  statement  by  a 
Baptist  leader  which  sets  forth  what 
Dr.  Tribble  has  so  boldly  asserted,  as 
a  sworn  witness,  to  be  a  part  of  the 
customs,  practices,  and  usages  of  the 
Missionary  Baptist  Churches  general- 
ly, as  conceived  by  'Southern  Baptists.^ 
It  would  be  interesting  to  the  average 
Baptist  layman  outside  the  inner  circle 
of  Southern  Baptist  professionals  to 
learn  from  what  source  and  upon  what 
authority  he  gets  his  'knowledge  of  in- 
formation' on  this  subject"  (emphasis 
supplied) . 

In  spite  of  his  sworn  testimony,  how- 
ever. Dr.  Tribble  had  previously  written 
very  strongly  about  the  autonomy  of  the 
local  church  in  a  manner  that  —  as  stat- 
ed by  Mr.  Lassiter  —  "certainly  seems 
contradictory  of  his  testimony."  Though 
he  had  previously  written,  in  a  book 
widely  used  to  instruct  people  on  Baptist 
doctrine,  that  "a  church  cooperates  with 
a  general  body  [such  as  a  convention] 
whose  objects  and  aims  it  approves  .  .  . 


and  always  reserving  the  right  of  dissent 
or  withdrawal  at  pleasure,*'  yet  he  testi- 
fied: 

"...  I  say  it  is  not  in  violation  of  the 
statement  in  this  book  [just  referred 
to]  concerning  autonomy  of  the  local 
church  to  say  that  a  church  may  not 
withdraw  from  the  convention  and  car- 
ry with  it  a  group  or  property  built  up 
through  the  years  without  violating  the 
customs,  practices  and  doctrines  of  the 
Missionary  Baptist  Church"  (Court 
Record,  as  cited,  p.  407,  emphasis  sup- 
plied, cf.  The  Baptist  Faith,  Nash- 
ville, The  Sunday  School  Board  of  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention,  1935,  p. 
112). 

Upon  discussing  Dr.  Tribble's  testimony 
in  this  regard,  Mr.  Lassiter  remarks: 
"When  writers  of  books  recant  and 
repudiate  basic  statements  in  those 
books  when  the  writers  become  sworn 
witnesses  in  a  case  in  court  .  .  .,  it 
seems  obvious  that  readers  of  their 
books  —  present  or  future  —  would 
do  well  to  take  'with  a  grain  of  salt* 
what  they  have  to  say  in  their  books 
and  await  another  court  hearing  to  ob- 
tain the  sworn  version." 
It  was  in  view  of  this  situation  that 
the  High  Point  Baptist  Pastors'  Confer- 
ence, in  requesting  Dr.  Tribble's  dismis- 
sal last  December,  stated  in  a  written 
communication  to  the  chairman  of  the 
board  of  trustees  of  Wake  Forest:  "Dr. 
Tribble's  court  testimony  attempted  to_ 
'interpret'  basic  statements  in  widc^ly-cir- 
culated  books,  which  he  himself  had  pre- 
viously written,  is  so  amazing  a  manner 
as  to  leave  us  in  doubt  of  the  meaning 
of  ANYTHING  that  Dr.  Tribble  might 
write  or  say." 

But  what  is  perhaps  the  most  out- 
standing part  of  the  testimony  given  by 
Dr.  Tribble  has  not  as  yet  —  as  far  as 
we  know  —  received  much  attention,  and 
that  is  his  testimony  that  has  reference 
to  the  cooperative  program.  He  testified: 
"...  the  cooperative  program  is  estab- 
lished upon  the  basic  principle  of  co- 
operation among  the  Baptist  churches 
that  send  representatives  to  the  South- 
ern Baptist  Convention  and  this  prin- 
ciple of  cooperation  in  the  program  cf 
the  convention  is  essential  to  the  life 
of  the  convention.  Therefore,  when  a 
church  withdraws  from  that  policy  a  ^d 
program  of  cooperation   it  indicat'^j 
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that  it  is  no  longer  a  Missionary  Bap- 
tist church  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is 
conceived  by  Southern  Baptists" 
(Court  Record,  as  cited,  p.  397,  empha- 
sis supplied). 

However  strongly  we  might  support 
the  cooperative  program,  we  have  cer- 
tainly departed  far,  far  from  Baptist 
principle  when  we  claim  that  a  church 
must  support  that  program  in  order  to 
be  a  Missionary  Baptist  church.  Would 
anyone  claim  that  there  were  no  Mission- 
ary Baptist  churches  before  1925,  when 
the  cooperative  program  was  established? 
And,  once  that  program  had  been  estab- 
lished, did  that  mean  that  churches  then 
and  there  actually  surrendered  so  much 
of  their  right  of  self-determination  that 
they  could  not  refuse  to  follow  that  pro- 
gram without  ceasing  to  be  true  Baptist 
churches ! 

And  let  us  constantly  remember:  the 
consequences  of  this  denial  of  congrega- 
tional autonomy  are  not  of  the  abstract 
variety ;  the  consequences  have  to  do  with 
the  down-to-earth  realities  of  the  owner- 
ship of  church  property.  The  effect  of 
the  testimony  of  Dr.  Trihhle,  and  of  cer- 
tain other  leaders  who  testified,  would 
simply  he  to  take  from  the  m.ajority  of 
a  local  congregation  their  right  to  con- 
trol their  own  property.  And,  following 
the  North  Carolina  Supreme  Court  deci- 
sion of  the  North  Rocky  Mount  case,  the 
Baptist  people  of  this  state  in  practical 
effect  do  not  own  their  church  property. 
As  an  attorney  of  Louisville,  Ky.,  has 
described  this  situation: 

"...  the  Supreme  Court  of  North  Car- 
olina has  transferred  Baptist  Churches 
in  that  State,  en  masse,  from  the  'con- 
gregational' or  independent  category 
to  the  TRESBYTERIAN'  or  denom- 
inational category.  Consequently,  the 
governing  power  has  been  taken  from 
the  majority  of  the  membership  of 
each  local  Baptist  Church  in  North  Car- 
olina, and  placed  in  the  'superior  or- 
ganizations' of  the  Southern  Baptist 
denomination,  viz.,  'The  Southern  Bap- 
tist Convention,'  and  its  satelite  agen- 
cies" (Luther  Burrus,  The  Seminary 
Review,  Winter,  1956,  p.  8,  supplied 
emphasis  indicated  by  larger  print). 
Let  us  refer  again  to  the  requirement 
set  forth  in  the  North  Carolina  Baptist 
State  Convention  constitution:  "The 
trustees  shall  be  responsible  to  the  Con- 


vention for  the  operation  of  its  institu- 
tions in  accordance  with  Baptist  princi- 
pled' If  removing  from  the  local  cooper- 
ating churches  of  North  Carolina  their 
right  to  control  their  own  property  would 
not  be  regarded  by  the  trustees  as  a  very 
serious  violation  of  Baptist  principle, 
then  one  wonders  what  would  be  so  con- 
sidered ! 

This  discussion  will  be  continued  in 
next  month's  issue. 

J.  M.  B. 


SDME  FACTS  ABOUT  THE 
ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH 

By  C.  K.  Rand 
Most  lay  Roman  Catholics  do  not 
know  that  there  are  many  thousands 
of  Roman  Catholic  priests  who  are 
married.  Startling  as  it  may  seem  to 
many  of  us,  here  are  the  facts,  from 
a  recognized  Roman  Catholic  writing: 
"Are  there  any  married  priests  in 
the  Catholic  Church?  Yes,  several 
thousands.  They  are  really  married, 
and  they  are  not  living  in  opposition 
to  God's  or  the  Church's  laws.  These 
are  the  clergy  of  several  Eastern 
churches  which  are  united  to  ours  in 
faith  and  government,  though  dif- 
fering from  it  in  ritual  and  laws."  ^ 
Even  the  Roman  Church  admits  that 
Clerical  Celibacy  is  not  a  command- 
ment of  God.  Note  the  following  from 
a  Catholic  publication:  "Clerical  celi- 
bacy is  not  a  precept  of  the  divine  or 
natural  law;  neither  is  it  a  dogma  of 
the  Catholic  Church.  It  is  simply  an 
obligatory  law  of  the  Western  Church, 
imposed  with  a  view  to  the  dignity 
md  duties  of  the  priesthood."  ^ 

So  we  see  the  Roman  Church  being 
inconsistent  in  imposing  a  rule  for 
one  branch  of  its  church  and  relaxing 
it  for  another.  The  very  idea  of  cleri- 
cal celibacy  is  forbidden  by  the  Scrip- 
tures. I  Tim.  4:1,  3.  I  Tim.  3:2,  12;  Ti- 
tus 1:6.  Peter  was  a  married  man. 
Matt.  8:14.  Mark  1:29.  Luke  4:38. 

(1)  O'Leary,  J.  C,  Ph.D.  "The  Exter- 
nals of  the  Catholic  Church,"  P.  J. 
Kennedy  &  Sons,  N.  Y.,  1951,  p. 
86. 

(2)  Conway,  B.  L.  C.  S.  P.  "The  Ques- 
tion Box,"  The  Paulist  Press,  N. 
Y.,  p.  311. 
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"Blueprint  For  Victory' 


Some  comments  on  the  book  of  this 
name  written  by  Dr.  R.  E.  Milam,  Exec- 
utive Secretary  of  the  Baptist  General 
Convention  of  Oregon-Washington;  the 
book  is  published  by  the  Bison  Press, 
Shawnee,  Oklahoma,  and  the  price  is 
$3.25. 


Those  who  had  come  to  Kansas  City 
for  the  1956  session  of  the  S.  B.  C.  could 
not  have  received  better  orientation  on 
what  were  to  be  the  real  issues  of  the 
Convention  than  from  this  recently-pub- 
lished book,  which  was  then  on  display 
in  a  book  store  window  next  to  the 
Muehlebach  Hotel,  headquarters  for  the 
Convention. 

This  reviewer  believes  that  Blueprint 
For  Victory  is  the  most  important  book 
on  the  market  for  Southern  Baptists  to- 
day. Not  that  everything  in  the  book 
has  been  found  agreeable.  But  no  other 
book  by  a  cooperating  Southern  Baptist 
has  been  found  that  so  frankly  and  so 
positively  discusses  the  issue  of  the  au- 
tonomy (or,  to  use  Dr.  Milam's  wider 
term,  "primacy")  of  the  local  church  — 
and  discusses  this  issue  in  connection 
with  so  many  other  vital  issues. 

The  book  is  written  by  one  who  has 
had  extensive  practical  experience  with 
our  Convention's  work  in  the  Northwest. 
The  book  impresses  one  as  coming  not 
so  much  from  the  seclusion  of  the  study 
but  rather  from  the  field  of  active  serv- 
ice. Dr.  Milam  could  well  have  added 
his  name  to  those  of  B.  H.  Carroll,  J.  B. 
Gambrell,  and  L.  R.  Scarborough,  "not 
armchair  strategists,"  as  he  aptly  des- 
cribes them  (p.  182). 

The  very  existence  of  this  book  should 
do  away  with  the  notion  that  the  question 
of  the  autonomy  of  the  local  church  is 
but  a  "sectional"  issue  of  concern  only  to 
North  Carolinians.  For  this  question 
stands  out  as  the  central  theme  in  a 
book  by  a  noted  leader  in  the  Northwest ! 

Also,  the  consideration  which  this  book 
gives  to  the  question  of  open-communion 
and  related  matters  should  make  it  clear 
that  the  subject  which  Dr.  Lewis  G. 


Prince  tried,  unsuccessfully,  to  bring  be- 
fore the  S.  B.  C.  was  a  matter  of  very 
great  practical  significance. 

Dr.  Milam  writes  with  his  eyes  on  two 
dangers  threatening  Southern  Baptists: 
modernism  and  the  ecumenical  (or  world- 
church)  movement.  He  writes: 

"If  evangelical  Christianity  is  to 
be  saved,  if  the  malignant  progress 
of  the  Unitarian  cancer  ...  is  to  be 
stopped,  if  there  is  to  be  a  democrat- 
ic answer  to  the  bid  of  totalitarian 
Rome  to  rule  America  and  the  world, 
it   must   be   led   by   an  informed, 
aroused  and  dedicated  host  of  South- 
ern Baptists  .  .  .  The  only  question — 
is,  can  Southern  Baptists  he  aroused 
and  in  time?"  (introductory  mate- 
rial, emphasis  supplied). 
He  warns  that  there  is  "a  vast  envelop- 
ing movement"  with  which  Baptists  have 
"no  ecclesiastical  affinity." 

"This  movement  to  unite  all  the  de- 
nominations   into    the  Protestant 
church  of  the  world  is  being  promot- 
ed by  outstanding  leaders  of  the  Prot- 
estant  denominations.    .    .    .  This 
movement  is  toward  centralization 
and  would  result,  if  successful,  in 
establishing  a  totalitarian  Protes- 
tant church  similar  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  which  is  the  most 
powerful  totalitarian  organization  in 
the  world  today"  (pp.  63-64). 
Dr.  Milam  stresses  the  importance  of 
the  autonomy  of  the  local  church  in  view 
of  this  situation.  He  contends  that  "if 
Southern  Baptists  lose  their  stand  on  the 
primacy  of  the  local  church"  they  face 
very  great  dangers  in  the  interdenomina- 
tionalism   of  the   National   Council  of 
Churches  and  in  modernism: 

"As  Dr.  Rankin  has  pointed  out  it  is 
our  stand  on  the  church  that  has 
kept  us  aloof  from  the  National 
Council  of  Churches.  When  Southern 
Baptists  turn  away  from  the  author- 
itative local  church  to  place  authori- 
ty in  their  convention  the  way  will 
be  open  for  interdenominationalism" 
(p.  203). 
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He  argues  that  it  can  be  proved  from 
the  record  of  the  Northern  Baptists  that 
modernism  and  the  ecumenical  approach 
stifle  growth: 

"Lack  of  democratic  control,  loose 
ecclesiology,  Federal  Council  entan- 
glements and  inclusivism  of  modem- 
ism  working  together,  by  1915  had 
brought  Northern  Baptists  to  a 
standstill,  so  that  from  1915  to  1954 
they  have  had  practically  no  net 
gain"  (p.  119). 

But  if  the  autonomy  of  the  local  church 
(defined  to  mean  that  "a  church  is  free 
to  withdraw"  from  a  convention — p.  205) 
is  so  essential  in  guarding  us  against 
modernism  and  the  ecumenical  movement, 
and  if  local  church  autonomy  "is  the  only 
check  which  could  possibly  be  effective 
in  keeping  the  convention  on  the  right 
track"  (p.  205),  there  is  cause  for  serious 
alarm,  for: 

"A  phenomenon  which  is  truly 
amazing  has  appeared  on  the  South- 
ern Baptist  sky.  The  primacy  of  the 
local  New  Testament  church  is  being 
questioned"  (p.  157). 
iDr.  Milam  cites  as  proof  of  this  con- 
tention the  positions  of  Dr.  W.  W. 
Barnes  and  Dr.  Theron  Price.  He  states 
that  he  had  delayed  the  publication  of  a 
certain  amount  of  material  in  his  book, 
"because  it  seemed  wrong  to  take  issue 
with  such  a  good  and  loyal  Southern 
Baptist  as  his  old  teacher  and  friend,  Dr. 
W.  W.  Barnes,  in  his  hour  of  triumph" 
(introductory  material).  But  we  are  told 
that  two  incidents  "have  moved  the  au- 
thor to  act"  {loc.  cit.)  :  the  first  incident 
being  the  address  by  Dr.  Theron  Price 
of  the  History  Department  of  Southern 
Seminary  at  the  1955  S.  B.  C,  "in  which 
he  seems  to  adopt  substantially  the  same 
thesis  as  Dr.  Barnes"  {loc.  cit.)  ;  the  sec- 
ond incident  being  the  publication  of  this 
reviewer's  article,  "Baptist  Principle  Un- 
der Trial,"  in  the  magazine  of  Southern 
Seminary  in  July  of  1955 — 

"which  seems  to  substantiate  the  im- 
pression of  the  writer  [Dr.  Milam] 
that  the  overthrow  of  the  basic  Bap- 
tist position  on  the  primacy  of  the 
local  New  Testament  church  is  the 
objective  of  these  men"  [Barnes  and 
Price]  {loc.  cit.) . 


In  discussing  Dr.  Barnes,  there  is  men- 
tioned not  only  his  testimony  given  in  the 
trial  of  the  North  Rocky  Mount  Church 
case  but  also  his  writings,  especially  his 
large  book,  The  Southern  Baptist  Con- 
vention: 184.5-1953.  It  is  contended  that 
in  this  book  "Dr.  Barnes  has  created  an 
impression  which  may  convince  the 
young  readers  of  the  future  that  only 
extremists  believe  in  the  'Primacy  of  the 
Local  Church'"  (pp.  196-197).  This  re- 
viewer is  not  at  all  satisfied  with  Dr. 
Milam's  interpretaiton  of  Dr.  Barnes' 
latest  book.  It  is  not  Dr.  Barnes'  BOOKS 
that  we  find  objectionable.  There  may  be 
particulars  in  his  books  that  we  would 
not  care  to  accept.  And  no  doubt  his  latest 
book,  written  shortly  before  the  Rocky 
Mount  trial,  shows  a  certain  "soften- 
ing up"  which  was  to  lead  so  soon  to  so 
unbelievable  an  about-face  upon  the  part 
of  the  distinguished  historian;  yet  this 
latest  book  sets  forth  very  clearly  the 
fact  that  the  acknowledged  Southern 
Baptist  position  stresses  the  right  of  a 
local  church  to  complete  self-determina- 
tion. What  is  objectionable  is  Dr. 
Barnes'  COURT  TESTIMONY  in  which 
he  repudiated  certain  significant  state- 
ments in  his  books. 

We  find  especially  unconvincing  Dr. 
Milam's  treatment  of  the  address  which 
was  delivered  at  the  1955  S.  B.  C.  by  Dr. 
Theron  Price.  While  we  would  not  care 
to  go  along  with  Dr.  Price  in  all  of  his 
statements,  nevertheless  it  seems  that  in 
this  address  he  clearly  acknowledges  the 
essential  point  of  the  congregational  sys- 
tem, in  that  he  recognizes  "each  church's 
freedom  to  determine  its  own  organiza- 
tion and  discipline"  (quoted  on  p.  254). 
We  find  Dr.  Price's  position  in  this  re- 
gard quite  opposite  to  Dr.  Barnes'  posi- 
tion that  a  church  must  "surrender" 
some  of  its  "right  of  self-determination." 

There  is  one  thing  that  is  quite  sur- 
prizing about  Dr.  Milam.  After  writing 
this  robust  exposition  on  the  autonomy 
of  the  local  church,  and  after  organizing  a 
movement  to  have  this  question  discussed 
before  the  Executive  Committee  and 
the  S.  B.  C.  (see  Southern  Baptist  Free 
Press,  July) ,  — when  Convention  time 
came  and  the  leadership  lined  up  against 
having  discussion  of  this  issue  on  the 
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floor,  even  the  author  of  Blueprint  For 
Victory  helped  to  "close  ranks"  and  to 
try  to  prevent  the  issue  from  being 
brought  to  the  floor !  Yet  Dr.  Milam  had 
written  in  this  book: 

"Let  us  not  be  afraid  of  democ- 
racy! Let  the  people  come  and  let 
the  issues  be  discussed  even  if  spe- 
cial arrangements  have  to  be  made 
for  the  meetings"  (p.  146). 
There  are  a  number  of  Southern  Baptist 
stalwarts  who  are  frequently  found  pro- 
claiming Baptist  principle  very  vigorous- 
ly. Yet  when  a  vital  principle  comes  to 
an  issue  at  the  Convention,  these  men 
are  nowhere  to  be  seen  or  heard.  If  even 
the   author   of  Blueprint  For  Victory 
helped  to  "close  ranks"  to  hold  off  dis- 
cussion of  the  issue  of  local  church  au- 
tonomy, one  wonders  if  there  is  prospect 
of  getting  any  prominent  Baptist  leader 
to  take  a  stand  when  Baptist  principle 
is  brought  to  a  practical  test. 

One  point  of  particular  interest  was 
Dr.  Milan's  advocacy  of  a  denomination- 
ally-controlled press.  He  states,  "One  of 
the  most  amazing  things  in  Southern 
Baptist  history  was  the  rapid  change- 
over from  a  Baptist  press  owned  by  in- 
dividuals to  the  denominationally  owned 
state  papers"  (p.  240).  It  has  come  to  be 
realized.  Dr.  Milam  contends,  "that  the 
Baptist  paper,  like  all  other  institutions, 
needed  denominational  control  to  make  it 
safe  and  effective"  (p.  241,  emphasis 
supplied).  He  feels  that  having  the  press 
controlled  by  state  conventions  has 
"greatly  strengthened  the  safe  and  sane 
system  of  checks  and  balances  on  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention"  (loc.  cit.) . 
But,  surely,  Dr.  Milam  must  be  painfully 
aware  of  the  position  taken  by  the  great- 
er number  of  the  state  papers  on  the  is- 
sue of  congregational  autonomy  as  con- 
cerns the  North  Rocky  Mount  Church 
case.  Indeed,  elsewhere  in  his  book  he 
recognizes  that  most  of  the  denomina- 
tionally-controlled papers  are  not  really 
concerned  with  the  basic  Baptist  princi- 
ples: 

"There  is  much  evidence  that  the 
greater  peril  now  faced  by  Southern 
Baptists  is  that  there  is  too  little 
distinctive  doctrinal  preaching  and 


teaching.  Usually  what  there  is,  is 
as  'weak  as  branch  water.'  Most  of 
our  denominational  papers  are  doing 
a  fine  job  of  promotion  but  they 
strike  feeble  glancing  licks  on  dis- 
tinctive doctrines.  That  is  largely 
the  reason  for  many  of  our  'lost' 
Southern  Baptists"  (p.  120). 
We  feel  that  Dr.  Barnes  summed  up  the 
matter  very  well  in  his  earlier  book, 
when  he  wrote : 

"There  is  objection  to  private  owner- 
ship of  religious  papers,  but  the  ob- 
jections  to   denominational  owner- 
ship are  greater.  .  .  .  The  most  objec- 
tionable feature  of  denominational 
ownership  is  that  it  is  but  another 
link  in  the  chain  of  centralization" 
(The  Southern  Baptist  Convention: 
A   Study  in   the  Development  of 
Ecclesiology,  p.  60). 
It  is  to  counteract  such  objectionable  fea- 
tures that  the  SOUTHERN  BAPTIST 
FREE  PRESS  has  been  established. 

J.  M.  B. 


ROCKY  MOUNT  CASE 
STILL  KNOCKING 
AT  COURT  DOOR 

Application  for  reopening  of  the 
North  Rocky  Mount  Church  case  was 
heard  September  10  in  Nash  County 
Superior  Court,  Nashville,  N.  C.  A 
new  trial  of  this  case  was  asked  for 
on  the  grounds  of  alleged  newly  dis- 
covered evidence. 

Although  this  request  was  turned 
down,  further  efforts  will  be  made  to 
get  the  case  reopened.  Notice  has  been 
given  that  appeal  will  be  made  to  the 
State  Supreme  court.  Appeal  will  be 
made  in  the  Spring  Session  of  the 
court. 

iThe  hearing  before  the  Superior 
Court  was  made  just  as  this  publica- 
tion was  ready  to  go  to  press.  There- 
fore, it  has  not  been  possible  to  have 
a  full  discussion  of  this  matter  in  this 
issue.  But  there  will  be  in  next 
month's  issue. 


